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The Housing Act of 1949 called for the "realization as soon 
as feasible, of the goal of a decent home and a suitable 
1 i vi ng environment for every American family. 11 \~hat is 
"decent" and "suitable" is up for interpretation and needs 
to be expanded to a more definitive statement on the quality 
of housing. The resident requires a home to provide shelter 
from the elements and provide an appropria~environment 
for the family to live and establish their identity by 
adapting their surroundings to fit their particular life 
style . The unit design, therefore, needs to be flexible in 
order to allow Lhese adaptations to occur. This proposal 
attempts to integrate varying soci o-econorni c groups "in a 
high density living envi ronrnent whn e accounting for the 
various life styles of its inhabitants. 
Housing is an important element in self-perception, conveying 
status connotations bot~ to the outside world and to the 
resident. Housing that conveys an image of institutional 
care may be as destructive as one that proclaims neglect 
and poverty. Other social values are bound up with the free-
dom to use and adapt housing space as a means of personal 
expression and to satisfy individual needs. The neighbot ·hood 
location of housing is another critical factor; for many values 
relate to the surrounding community more than to the house 
itself. A familiar and satisfying environment, with nearby 
friends and relatives, supportive local institutions, and 
specialized activities adapted to the character of the 
population, often means more to people than the physical 
standards of their housing. 
Within the multifamily complex harbouring a heterogeneous socio-
economic mix, social differentiation has to be considered and 
planned in order to promote better self-perception or self-
worth. Each social grouping can be considered a minor 
corm1unity with ties to the larger community of the comp .lex, 
and its ultimate relation to the surrounding community of 
the city. This proposal attempts to draw the outside 
community to the site by adding community services, 
commercial, and entertainment on site so that interaction 
between the on site community and the community surround-
ing the site occurs. 
Several problems arise when considering what degree of 
sociological divergence will find compatibility within 
a heterogeneous socio-economic housing is somewhat 
prototypical, urban sociologist seldom agree on the 
proper sociological mix; consequently, many that have 
attempted this type of project have failed, from R. 
Owens and J. Bucki nghams' 11 Utopi an Communities" to 
Corbusier's "Unite O'Habitat". A few examples do exist 
that succeed in social integration such as the planning 
of Venice, Italy, and the Weisenhof housing in Stuttgart, 
Germany. It is from these examples that this project's 
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This project is concerned with the des ign of a multi-
family housing complex with auxiliary public and comnercial 
facilities within the context of the proposed "Textile Place" 
development in Greenville, South Carolina. 
The site for this project is located along the Reedy River at 
the corner of West Broad Street and Main Street across from 
City Hall and the Multimedia Corporation building. The sitP 
covers 2.4 acres with four of the existing fourteen buildings 
on the site placed on the historic preservation list. This 
project proposes to remove the four existing buildings along 
West Broad Street and renovate the remaining buildings. 
The following map locates the site in relation to urban 
Greenville (census tract No. 2). Further site analysis and 
conclusions are made under the major topic heading "Site". 

The city of Greenville had its origin at the Indian trading station 
and mill established about 1768 by Richard Pearis at the Reedy 
River Falls. In 1784 these lands became the property of Colonel 
Thomas Brandon who sold them to Lemuel James Alston in 1788. 
Alston laid out the town known as "Pleasantburg" in 1797. In 1815 
Alst01 sold his 11,028 acres, including the tmm the11 known as 
"Green vi 11 e Courthouse", to Vardry McBee under \:Jhose imaginative 
development Greenville emerged as a trading center and summer 
resort. 
In the 1850's the Greenville and Columbia Railroad, Furman University, 
and the Greenville Female College were built. With the reconstruction 
following the War Between the States, the bui1ding of cotton textile 
mills converted Greenville into an industrial center which, by 1917, 
became known as the "Textile Center of the South". /\fter ~forld War 
II continued diversified industrial growth resulted from the 
expansion of textile and allied industries maintained Greenville as 
a textile center. 
Greenville's industrial growth concentrated mainly along the Feedy 
River \:Jith housing surrounding the industrial activity. The river 
then became a disposal system for the industries as well as an axis 
off of which the industries settled. Commercial, residential and 
governmental functions found homes on an axis perpe11dicular to the 
Reedy River. The attitude toward river development v,as 
to crm1d its banks with buildings and bridges over it, thet'eby 
generally obstructing its view and utilization by the public. It 
was not until the mid-twentieth century that land along the Reedy 
R·iver was reclaimed for public use and enjoyment. This projec t 
proposes to establish a precedent for further development along 
the Reedy River, making it more accessible to the publi c as a 
pedestrian movement artery within the urban fabric of Greenvi 11 e, 
South Carolina. 
:, 
The proposed site is currently planned to be developed as 
''Textile Place" - a showplace displaying the ware;of the textile 
community. Although a valid project in concept, the proposed cost 
of the project as determined by Gwalthney Associates, a Boston 
architectural firm, has dimmed hopes of seeing "Textile Place" 
built in its entirety. Phase one of three "T. P." building 
phases calls for the renovation of the historic Huguenot Mill as 
a texti1 e museum and the paving of a 11 the property a 1 ong West 
Broad Street to Main Street for a parking lot costing ovet· 
$6,000,000. The Greenville City government is hard pressed to 
fund even this first phase. This terminal project proposes the 
i ntegrati un of the "Texti 1 e Pl ace" functions with housing and reta ·i 1 
commercial in a mixed land use development. These additional 
functions provide increased sources for funds as well as bringing 
added revenue to urban Greenville. 
Grouping small owner operated shops in an open galleria and within 
the richly textured area on site defined by the 19th century 
carriage house, Markley hardware building, and the McPherson 
building will extend the commercial base of downtown Greenville 
into South Main Street while adding needed vitality. 
By introducing community service functions, including utilities 
bill paying, social services, educational extension services, 
and recreational facilities will draw the residents of the 
periphery communities to the site, consequently increasing 
revenue for urban Greenville while drawing mixed socio-economic 
groups together. The urban area is, therefore, more receptive 
to a multi-family housing deve 1 opment composed of varying socio-
economic groups. A mixed land and housing development will 
bring in federal funds as well as private sources of fun<ls 








provide for conducive social environment resulting in hannony, 
security, and identity for each family. 
provide relief for families during high inflation economy, 
allowing both members of family to produce income. 
provide for personal growth and achievement while providing 
for more interaction among community members. 
provide common areas of congregation and supportive inter-
action which can include surrounding community members. 
provide integration with the downtown urban fabric and 
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Pros and Cons: 
Eastwood: A low to moderate income housing development on Roosevelt 
Island. 
Eastwood is a community with a balance of services and amenities 
tightly integrated into the residential fabric. It incl~des a 
complete school system, day care program, health facilities, communi ty 
meeting rooms, commercial shops and parking garage. 
This project deals with high-·rise, high-density urban housing. It 
dea 1 s with a program which incorporates a broad range of corrnnuni ty 
facilities and well planned recreational spaces. 
Eastwood adequately handles social segration by family courts as 
illustrated. Various groups have been disgruntled over this 
segration which in turn reduces their complex's security and 
ha rrnony. 
Each family court is exce 11 ently p 1 anned to pro1note friendships 
through grouping of living modules. This planning breaks down 
due to lack of sufficient ties to other family cour t s, therefore 
each family court becomes isolated. 
The structural system is load bearing with mechanical anrl electrical 
services contained within the elevator towers. 
The architectural expression reflects well the concept of the 
relationship to the high-rise unit to the ground. Patio levels 
are bringing green areas to the high-rise units. 
A construction cost of $30 per sq. ft. and Federal rent subsidies 
relieves financial burden from the lower income groups. 
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The living units are two 
story walk-ups and are 
joined vertically by 
common entry corridors. 
t---- -, 
bf.'0 I 
~Yj t--'l,:T {J.V· 1 r.v br.li, 
- I -
v t-/ l.f. -
The family living unit is effi ciently planned, yet lacks 
fle xibility. The rooms are too elongated to allow 
variance in room furniture layout. 
br. I l.~. 
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Pros and Cons: 
Mott Haven is an infill project for South Bronx, New York: A 
low-rise low cost housing complex with limited amenities. 
Mott Haven is a Federal rent subsidized project with a density 
of 50 units per acre. 
The architects have designed three-story row houses providing 
simplexes, duplexes, and triplexes. Over 60 per cent of these 
units have four bedrooms and two baths, making them feasible 
for large families. Every tenant family has its own small 
garden adjacent to its entrance. 
The outdoor space is a source of pride for each tenant as 
indicated by the lack of fences and profusion of shrubs and 
fl owe rs. 
The project has no public stairwells, public corridors, public 
lobbies, elevators or any other such areas which foster 
indifference and anonymity and requires extensive maintenance. 
The only shared public amenity is a large, separately funded, 
playground. This amenity is fine for the children, yet v,here 
are the adult areas? 
The individual living units are designed for more flexibility 
in room arrangement. 
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Pros and Cons: 
Church Street South is a low-moderate housing project in New Haven, 
Connecticut, by Charles Moore and Associates. 
The complex contains 400 units of which 300 were federally subsidized 
for low income and 100 for moderate income not subsidized. 
Moore and Associates utilizes wide circulation paths to link commercial, 
residential, etc., together and utilizes a variety of fonns and 
color to promote individual and community identity. 
The 100 middle income housing units had to be converted to low income 
because additional amenities were not provided within the living 
unit. They were paying approximately $100 more a month for essentially 
the same housing. Moore did not adequately allow for sociological 
differences. 
The outdoor spaces are e.>citi ng and promote pride as a community living 
within the city. 
Variances in scale is accented by building textures, color and 
facade complexity. 
Movement through the complex is manipulated through changes in 
walking surfaces and the addition of architectonic barriers. It 
is this lack of vegetation that somewhat diminishes the exciting 
atmosphere of this complex. 
Moore and Associates have 
designed a high density (100 
units/acre) multi family 
housing development within 
an urban environment. 
The living units provide 
flexibility in room 
arrangement. 
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The excitement of this development is in 
utilizing color, texture and scale. 
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1103 , 2 
ll03.2(c) 
1105 . 3 
The maximum distance of travel to an exit, in feet, for Group R 
is 150 (unsprinklered) or 200 (sprinklered). 
(a) There shall be not less than two (2) approved independent 
exits, accessible to each tenant area, serving every story, except 
in one and two family dwellings, and as modified in Section ll03.2(c) 
a.(1) The minimum number of exits for all occupancies, based on 
occupancy loan, shall be as follows: 





50 - 500 
501 - 1000 
1000 
1. In Grnup R - Residential Occupancies having not more thr1n 
four (4) dwelling units per floor, with the total per floor area 
not exceeding three thousand five hundred (3500) square feet may 
be served by one (l) common exit. Such building shall be less 
than three (3) stories in height. 
The maximum distance of travel to reach the exit from the entrance 
<loor to any living unit shall not exceed thirty (30) feet. 
(g) One and two family dwellings shall have a minimum thir ty-six 
(36) inch corridor. 
(i) Exit access corridors shall have fire resistance ratings 
as specified i~ Section 702 . 3. 
702.3 
1106 (a) 
Group R - Residential - except in one and two family dwellings, 
all partitions along exit access corridors or partitions that 
separate apartments from other occupancies, shall be of not less 
than one (1) hour fire resistive construction. Non fire rated 
partitions may be permitted within individual dwelling units. 






A changing economic base: 
Environmental changes: 
More industries are finding homes in the Greenville vicinity, 
expanding its industrial base. The long range expectations of 
this continued growth forsee corporations associated with this 
industrial growth located in the downtown area in proxinrity to 
city government. The downtown corporate centra 1 i za ti on \'Ii 11 
displace the major commercial activities, changing the function 
of downtown activities along with the economic base for 
Greenville's central city. 
A new look is planned for downtown Greenville's physical 
environment. Main Street is being reduced to two lanes of 
minor traffic with enlarged tree lined pedestrian aisles 
similar to many European cities. A new conference center and 
Hyatt Hotel is now being built in the downtown area. This 
center will encourage more corporate activities within down -
town Greenville. The plan for Hyatt center calls for a large 
attrium entrance court set back from the street in the same 
manner as the Coffee Street Mall and the SCN bank plaza. This 
wi 11 change pedestrian activity from linear major street 
oriented to pockets of activity a 1 ong mi nor street corridors. 
The terminus for this new planning approach will be McPherson 
Park to the north at Park Avenue and through Textile Place 
housing development as proposed in this project to the south. 
Textile Place Development calls for the renovation of eleven 
historic buildings to house a variety of functions includ ·iny 
a textile museum, commercial space, educational and recreational 
facilities and housing. The plan for this complex also reflects 
the pocket activities of Main Street, while providing a 







High density commercial and corporate centers of the downtown area 
Predominantly business activities with intermixing of low density, 
low income single family housing. 
Moderate density commercial and higher ·density of low income 
single family housing. 
Moderate density commercial anrl business oriented activi t ies. 
Footnote: Mixed land usage is the predominant planning 
principle, zoned primarily commercial. 

The following map of activity nodes shows that the proposed site is 
within walking distance of a variety of entertainment centers, 
commercial activities, and protection agencies. The site is also 
at the hub of various housing communities made up of people of 
varying socio-economic levels. 
The 1978 census estimate indicates 69,000 persons are employed 
within the limits of Greenville, South Carolina. This figure, 
51 % of the county total, represents the largest single employment 
area, yet less than 10% of these people were housed in the urban 
area of Greenville. This same report also projected a cons t ant 
increa~e in housing need for the urban area starting in 1980 . 
These reports along with the previous analysis of a changing 
downtown and the advent of an energy crisis, indicates the need 
for establishing a planned approach to large scale housing within 
the urban area of Greenville; consequently, the justification 
for my proposed utilization of the site for "Tex ti 1 e Pl ace 
Housing Deve 1 opment". 

The following map describes the physical aspects of the site; 
The Reedy River, 100 year flood plain, vegetation, streets , 































































The case has been made for the presence of multi-family 
housing within a given urban environment. Several prototypical 
housing issues dealt with in this project are described below. 
Sense of Community . . . . . . . . . . The inducement for a sense of community is by promo ti on of inter-
action through use of the following: 
__ ,. 1. "heart" - area where people can gather. This is generally a major node along pedestrian traffic arteries. This space is 
the heart where every resident in the complex can see ~nd 
talk to every other resident. People can be encouraged to 
gather at the heart of the comp 1 ex by grouping auxil iury 
elements around it. 
2. "commons 11 - green areas which are visually 1 inked bel\veen 
clustered dwellings. These are zoned activity spaces whe1'e 
participation and involvement with outdoor activities occur. 
Food stuffs can be grown, picnics can be planned, and Robert 
Frost's wall can be mended. 
3. "paths" - inter'ior streets linking dwellings and bringing 
services within walking distance. These paths provide 
security through a visual, unobstructed link with entrances 
and nodes. They also provide a means for interactions during 
movement along the paths. 
4. "minor nodes" - a stopping area off paths around whi ch are 
grouped several dwellings. A grouping of four dwellings is 
an optimum sociological group friendship unit. Also 
considered as minor activity nodes are the open spaces 
created at the juncture of pathways which allow for 
orientation and small social activities to occur. 
Child Supervision 
The paths tie the various commons and minor nodes together 
while leading one to the commercial center, textile museum or 
river area. This project has utilized this system to allow 
ease of movement within the housing community to the various 
acti vi ti es bordering it while mi nimi zing access to the community 
from these activity areas . 
. "Commons" area and Daycare Center provide areas for the children 
to play under constant visual supervision. 
Responsiveness to Context ....... A dichotomous relationship occurs between the urban vernacular 
surrounding the site (Ci~ Hall and News-Piedmont Building) and 
that required for a homesite. This project provides a high 
technological response to urban Greenville with a high rise 
element which doubles as a backdrop for a living environment 
within the complexes . 
River walk axis .The Reedy River becomes an axis for movement along which activities 
occur - parks, shopping, housing, industry. This proposal sets a 
pattern for the future development of the Reedy River. Access 
from the river walk to the commercial development and to the 
textile museum is unrestricted, while access to the housing element 
is restricted to visual interaction only. 
Theme for development ......... Associations for this complex's development are drawn from the 
attitude developed by the Weisenhof group, a high rise related to 
groupings of low rise units with small yard spaces cascading down 
hill. The attitude developed towards the Reedy River is drawn 
from the planning lessons learned from the organic growth of 
Venice, Italy, where the river is a means of transportation and 
defines a system for pedestrian movement off which are located 
various hubs of activity. 
The living units were designed utilizing data ascertained 
by HUD research into multifamily housing standards. This 
data calls for room design to allow for various articles of 
furniture to be placed in the room with adequate circulation 
space and maintanining the room's dimensions with certain 
gross area requirements. Room furniture requirements and 
area limitations are listed in HUD Minimum Standards for 
MuJtifamily Dwelling~, 1979 Edition. 

No. % of No. Gross area 
Br. Units Units _JJt2) Totul /\rea. 
Housing .............. l. Middle income 2 40 24 HJOO 24 ,000 
50% 3 40 24 1200 24 ,000 
4 20 12 1350 16,200 
2. Low income 1 20 8 800 6,400 
30% 2 60 20 900 18,000 
3 20 8 1080 8,688 
3. Elderly Efficiency 60 14 500 7,000 
20% l 40 10 650 ~500 
Total No. 
Units 120 Total /J..rea. 110,788 
sq . ft. 
Daycare . . ............ The daycare center will handle a minimum of 30 children between Lhe 
ages of 1 and 5. There are areas designed for different age gro ups. 
l - 3 year olds activity area 
4 - 5 year olds activity area 
2 - Project rooms@ 80 ft.2 each 
Book room 
Toy room - storage 
Additional sleeping area 
Kitchen 









1 , 100 






























Commercial ............. The commercial area will consist of small shops with a m1n1mum 
200 square feet each as part of the renovation of existing on 
site structures: The total area to be renovated 
Textile museum . . ......... The textile museum is part of the renovation of the existing 
Huguenot Mi 11 
Total area 
Community services ......... 1. bill paying area includes: Counter space, waiting 
lounge, offices 
2. 8 social service offices of 200 square feet each 
3. education extension services 
2 work rooms .... . 
4 class rooms ... . . 






4. Recreation areas indoor for table games, coITTnunity 
meetings and assembly spaces 
5. 2 laundry rooms at 300 sq. ft. each 
of 
"' 20 ,000 f t .2 
= 10,000 f t . 2 
= 1,000 ft. 2 
= 1 ,600 ft. 2 
= 2,000 f t. 2 
= 800 f t.2 
= 600 ft . 2 
\.\-0 
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